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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This office action is in response to amendment filed on 1 1/29/2007. Of the 
pending claims 9-11, 13-17, 22-25, and 27-31, and 33, claims 30, 31, and 33 have been 
cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 9-11, 13, 16, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Sorvari et al. (US 2004/0043758) (hereinafter referred to as Sorvari). 

Regarding claim 9, Sovari teaches a system for providing advanced service 
interaction for a mobile device, comprising: 

a user action proxy that detects user actions (page 4, paragraph 59, service 
recommendation engine), stores user action information in the user information system 
(page 7, paragraph 87, service history log), and monitors each service subscribed to by 
the user for a pattern common to at least two services (page 7, paragraph 87, the 
"pattern common to at least two services" are the services and context stored in the sub 
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-category "Past Services used" wherein the pattern is the previous usage of the 
service); 

a user information system (service history log) storing user profile information 
(prestored service preferences) and the user action information based on a particular 
user (past services used) (page 7, paragraph 87); 

a service information system storing service description data describing a 
plurality of services available to the user (page 6, paragraph 72, metadata); 

a ranker filter module that predicts a set of services from the plurality of services 
that the user is expected to utilize within a predefined period of time based on the user 
profile information and the user action information stored in the user information system 
(page 28, paragraph 389, see example and page 5, paragraph 61); and 

a renderer that generates a display of the set of services on the mobile device, 
wherein the Tenderer displays services of the set of services in a primary, secondary, 
and tertiary positions on a mobile device display, and wherein the primary positions are 
most predominate in the mobile device display and the tertiary positions are least 
predominate in the mobile device display (page 1 , paragraph 10, see "the lists may be 
restricted to a limited amount of entries. ..in order (emphasis added) of frequency of 
access by the user", and figure 91, the recommendations are numbered wherein 
"Yahoomobile.com" is in the primary/predominant position and "Weatheronline.com" is 
in the least predominant). 
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Regarding claim 10, Sorvari teaches the user profile information includes user 
usage pattern information describing service usage patterns of the user (page 8, 
paragraph 90). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Sorvari teaches wherein the user profile information includes 
specific user personal information (page 10, paragraph 120). 

Regarding claim 13, Sovari teaches the service description data defines how 
each service can be presented to a user (page 6, paragraph 72). 

Regarding claim 16, Sovari teaches the user action proxy notifies the user of the 
pattern (page 28, paragraph 389, wherein the pattern would be the time of day). 

Regarding claim 17, Sovari teaches a front end system in communication with 
the renderer, the front end system providing an entry into the system (page 7, 
paragraph 84). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 
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2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 22-25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Sorvari et al. (US 2004/0043758) (hereinafter referred to as Sorvari) in view of 

Foldare et al. (US 6,249,815) (hereinafter Foldare). 

Regarding claim 22, Sovari teaches a method for creating a presentation for 
advanced service interaction on a mobile device, the method comprising: 

generating a home page display on the mobile device (figures 9H, 91), wherein 
the home page display includes a set of services selected from a plurality of services, 
the set of services selected from the plurality of services according to a prediction about 
the set of services that a user is expected to utilize within a predefined period of time 
based on a profile associated with the user (page 4, paragraph 59), at least one service 
of the set of services being associated with a particular service, wherein the particular 
service is different from each service of the plurality of services (figure 9H); 

accepting signals from a user input device to allow a selection of the at least one 
service of the set of services, wherein the selection of the at least one service of the set 
of services facilitates the user interacting with the particular service (page 8, paragraph 
94); 

storing usage pattern information describing a usage pattern of the particular 
service in the profile associated with the user (page 4, paragraph 59); 

However, Sovari does not explicitly teach generating a query display on the 
mobile device, wherein the query display is generated based on the usage pattern 
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information describing the usage pattern of the particular service, the query display 
prompting the user to add the particular service to the set of services, wherein a 
confirmation from the user facilitates including the particular service in the set of 
services displayed in the home page display. Foldare teaches a method and apparatus 
for building subscriber service profile based on subscriber related data (title). In the 
scope of the invention, a service optimizer analyzes information indicating how the 
subscriber uses a service (usage pattern information describing usage pattern of a 
particular service) (column 9, lines 63-67), queries the subscriber with prompts to 
confirm or reject alterations to the service data (generating a query display on the 
mobile device/prompting the user) (column 10, lines 14-31), and notifies the subscriber 
of implemented service data alterations (confirmation). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the invention of Sovari to include prompting a user based on usage pattern of a 
particular service and providing confirmation of any changes, as taught by Foldare, in 
order to suggest alterations of the list of services for approval or rejection by the 
subscriber through the terminal. This modification adds flexibility to the mobile device of 
Sovari in that a user is able to further customize the display of services. 

Regarding claim 23, Sovari teaches the profile includes user profile information 
derived based on previous interactions with services (page 8, paragraph 90). 

Regarding claim 24, Sovari teaches the profile includes service usage pattern 
information describing service usage patterns of the user (page 4, paragraph 59). 
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Regarding claim 25, Foldare teaches the profile includes specific user personal 
information (column 3, lines 11-14). 

Regarding claim 27, Sovari teaches the service description data defines how 
each service can be presented to a user (page 6, pargraph 72). 

6. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sorvari et al. (US 2004/0043758) (hereinafter referred to as Sorvari) in view of 
Fano et al. (US 2002/0133545) (hereinafter referred to as Fano). 

Sorvari teaches that bookmarks/short-cuts may be generated from metadata 
(service description data) associated with a particular service site. This metadata is 
employed to characterize or classify the content on a particular service site. However, 
does not explicitly teach that this metadata defining how the plurality of services can be 
aggregated and are accessible to a user in a pooled form. Fano et al. teaches a mobile 
valet that when utilized in accordance with the invention, can coordinate the delivery of 
services to create of what is referred to as a "symphonic experience" or "pooled 
experience". Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the invention of Sorvari to include the 
capability to utilize the metadata to "pool" services together, in order to enhance the 
richness of the user's experience to accomplish tasks or utilize available services. 



7. Claims 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sorvari et al. (US 2004/0043758) (hereinafter referred to as Sorvari) in view of 
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Foldare et al. (US 6,249,815) (hereinafter Foldare) as applied to claim 22 above, and 
further in view of Fano et al. (US 2002/0133545) (hereinafter referred to as Fano). 

The combination of Sorvari and Foldare teaches that bookmarks/short-cuts may 
be generated from metadata (service description data) associated with a particular 
service site. This metadata is employed to characterize or classify the content on a 
particular service site. However, the combination does not explicitly teach that this 
metadata defining how the plurality of services can be aggregated and are accessible to 
a user in a pooled form. Fano et al. teaches a mobile valet that when utilized in 
accordance with the invention, can coordinate the delivery of services to create of what 
is referred to as a "symphonic experience" or "pooled experience". Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the combination of Sorvari and Foldare to include the capability to utilize the 
metadata to "pool" services together, in order to enhance the richness of the user's 
experience to accomplish tasks or utilize available services. 



Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/29/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant asserts that the bookmarks provided by Sovari are not services on their 
own, nor do they represent a link to a service. The Examiner respectfully disagrees and 
asserts that Sovari explicitly teaches that the bookmarks are short-cuts assigned to a 
particular service (page 6, paragraphs 71 , 77, page 8, paragraph 94). Furthermore, a 
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skilled artisan would recognize that an Internet website is capable of providing a 
service, i.e. a mapping service or instant messaging service, and the bookmarks are 
short-cuts to the particular service. 

Applicant asserts that Sovari does not teach a renderer that generates a display 
of the set of services in a primary, secondary, and tertiary positions on a mobile device 
display. The claim language recites that a "ranker filter module... predicts a set of 
services from the plurality of services" and that the "renderer... generates a display of 
the set of services", which refers back to the set of services predicted by the ranker filter 
module. The Examiner asserts that the limitation implies that the list of services are 
ordered or weighted, but the claim language merely defines that a set of services are 
predicted from a plurality of services (emphasis added), which is taught by Sovari 
on page 6, paragraph 80. Therefore the claim language fails to clearly define a 
"ranking" of the set of services and how they are displayed. One skilled in the art 
would recognize that the list of bookmarks taught by Sorvari may be considered as a set 
of services because it is known in the art that each bookmark is able to direct the user 
to particular site for receiving service/information. Furthermore, the positioning of the 
bookmarks on the display of a mobile device (figure 91, items 800, 909) shows the 
positioning recited in the claim. Thus, Sorvari teaches the claimed limitation of 
generating a list of services on the mobile device. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NAM HUYNH whose telephone number is (571)272- 
5970. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 a.m. -5 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



NTH 

2/26/08 

/George Eng/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



